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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is in response to the Amendment filed on November 27, 2007. Claims 
1-16 are pending in the current application. Applicants' arguments have been carefully 
considered, but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Accordingly, this 
action has been made FINAL. All previously outstanding objections and rejections to the 
Applicant's disclosure and claims not contained in this Action have been respectfully 
withdrawn by the Examiner hereto. 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Amendment to the drawings and specification overcomes the previous objection 
to the drawings and specification. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Specification 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 
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Lines 1-2 the recitation of "...a computer system is provided" contains implied 
language. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

With respect to claims 14-16, a "computer readable medium containing program 
instructions" is being recited; however, it appears that a computer readable medium 
containing program instructions would reasonably be interpreted by one of ordinary skill 
in the art as software, per se. A computer readable medium containing program 
instructions as claimed does not set forth a means to realize the software, per se such 
as being stored in a memory or computer storage media. As such, it is believed that a 
computer readable medium containing program instructions of claims 14-16 is 
reasonably interpreted as functional descriptive material, per se. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

7. Claims 10*and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
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which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claims 10 and 16 the recitation of "generating automated script information, for 
recording" is not disclosed in the specification. Thorough review of the specification by 
the Examiner did not result in finding of the subject matter properly disclosed in the 
specification. 

Claim Rejections ~ 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-9 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over United States Patent Application Publication 2005/0060719 A1 to Gray et al. 
(hereinafter Gray) in view of United States Patent 6,046,741 to Hochmuth. 

10. As to claim 1 , Gray teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
system for creating and accessing an object directly from a desktop of a computer 
system, the computer system including an application (Application 205, Fig. 2) and an 
operating system (Desktop 201, Fig. 2); 

the system comprising: 
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a plurality of application programming interfaces (APIs) calls in the operating 
system (paragraph [0037]), the plurality of API calls being utilized to obtain and set state 
information related to the application (paragraphs [0037]-[0038]); and 

a record/playback application on the computer system (User Interface 207, Fig. 
2), the record/playback application being capable of directly generating (paragraphs 
[0043]-[0044]) and reading automated script (paragraph [0046]) based upon the API 
calls to record actions that represent the operations of the applications (paragraphs 
[0038] and [0043]-[0046]). 

Gray does not explicitly disclose to replay actions that represent operations of the 
application by invoking the object directly from the desktop. 

However Hochmuth teaches to replay actions that represent operations of the 
application by invoking the object directly from the desktop (col. 1 , lines 64-67). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the event file of Gray with the teachings of 
shortcut script from Hochmuth because this feature would have provided a mechanism 
which places an icon on the computer desktop that, when chosen by the user, will 
execute those commands, with their parameters of the shortcut script (col. 1, lines 62- 
67 of Hochmuth). 

11. As to claim 2, Gray teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the record/playback 
application comprises an Accessibility API Suite (paragraph [0023], [0037]). 

12. As to claim 3, Gray as modified teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the object 
is any of a script file, a text file, a bundled script file, an icon, a remotely linked file, or a 
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linked object capable of being invoked from the desktop (col. 1 , lines 62-67 and col. 2, 
lines 56-60 of Hochmuth). 

1 3. As to claim 4, Gray teaches the system of claim 1 wherein the APIs are within the 
operating system (paragraph [0023]). 

14. As to claim 5, Gray teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
method for recording an application on a computer system comprising: 

directly assigning a record/playback application being capable of generating and 
reading automated script to the application (step 401 , Fig. 4 and paragraphs [0043]- 
[0046]); and 

recording actions which represent operations (step 407, Fig. 4). 

Gray does not explicitly disclose generating automated script information which is 
capable of being invoked from a desktop of the computer system. 

However Hochmuth teaches generating automated script information which is 
capable of being invoked from a desktop of the computer system (col. 1 , lines 62-64). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the event file of Gray with the teachings of 
shortcut script from Hochmuth because this feature would have provided a mechanism 
which places an icon on the computer desktop that, when chosen by the user, will 
execute those commands, with their parameters of the shortcut script (col. 1, lines 62- 
67 of Hochmuth). 

1 5. As to claim 6, Gray teaches the method of claim 5 further comprising: 
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utilizing API calls to obtain state information related to the application (step 407, 
Fig. 4); and 

generating automated script based upon the API calls (step 409, Fig. 4 and 
paragraph [0046]). 

16. As to claim 7, Gray as modified teaches the method of claim 5 which further 
includes the step of writing the script to a file on the computer system which is capable 
of being invoked from the desktop (col. 1, lines 64-67 of Hochmuth). 

17. As to claim 8, Gray teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
method for playback of a recorded application capable of being invoked from the 
desktop of a computer system comprising: 

reading automated scripted information and generated actions from a file 
accessible from the desktop (step 601, Fig. 6 and paragraphs [0045]-[0046]). 

Gray does not explicitly disclose replaying actions that represent the operation of 
the application by invoking an object directly from the desktop accessing the file. 

However Hochmuth teaches replaying actions that represent the operation of the 
application by invoking an object directly from the desktop accessing the file (col. 1, 
lines 62-64). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the event file of Gray with the teachings of 
shortcut script from Hochmuth because this feature would have provided a mechanism 
which places an icon on the computer desktop that, when chosen by the user, will 
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execute those commands, with their parameters of the shortcut script (col. 1 , lines 62- 
67 of Hochmuth). 

18. As to claim 9, Gray teaches the method of claim 8 wherein method further 
comprises: 

utilizing API calls to set state information of the recorded application (step 407, 
Fig. 4); and 

reading the script based upon the API calls (paragraphs [0048] and [0052]- 
[0053]). 

19. As to claim 13, this claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 9, see the 
rejection to claim 9 above. 

20. As to claim 14, this claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 5, see the 
rejection to claim 5 above. 

21. As to claim 15, this claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 8, see the 
rejection to claim 8 above. 

22. Claims 10-12 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over United States Patent Application Publication 2005/0060719 A1 to Gray et al. 
(hereinafter Gray) in view of United States Patent 6,046,741 to Hochmuth and further in 
view of United States Patent 7,231 ,606 B2 to Miller et al. (hereinafter Miller). 

23. As to claim 10, Gray teaches the invention substantially as claimed including a 
method for recording and performing playback of an application from a desktop of a 
computer system comprising: 
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assigning a record/playback application being capable of generating and reading 
automated script to the application (step 401, Fig. 4 and paragraphs [0043]-[0046]); 

directly recording actions which represent operations of the application (step 407, 
Fig. 4); and 

reading automated scripted information and generated actions from a file 
accessible from the desktop (paragraphs [0045]-[0046]). 

Gray does not explicitly disclose generating automated script information, for 
recording; and 

replaying actions that represent the operation of the application by invoking a 
link, a text file, an object or an icon, from the desktop. 

However Hochmuth teaches replaying actions that represent the operation of the 
application by invoking a link, a text file, an object or an icon, from the desktop (col. 1 , 
lines 64-67). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified the event file of Gray with the teachings of 
shortcut script from Hochmuth because this feature would have provided a mechanism 
which places an icon on the computer desktop that, when chosen by the user, will 
execute those commands, with their parameters of the shortcut script (col. 1 , lines 62- 
67 of Hochmuth). 

In addition Miller teaches generating automated script information, for recording; 
(col. 9, lines 52-57). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have further modified the event engine of Gray as modified by 
Hochmuth with the teachings of eValid from Miller because this feature would have 
further provided a mechanism to produce a script-like recording that captures the 
essence of user activity for purposes of playback (col. 3, lines 1-3 of Miller). 

24. As to claims 1 1 and 12, these claims are rejected for the same reasons as claims 
6 and 7 respectively, see the rejections to claims 6 and 7 above. 

25. As to claim 16, this claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 10, see the 
rejection to claim 10 above. 

Conclusion 

26. The prior art made of record on the accompanying PTO-892 and not relied upon, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

27. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KimbleAnn Verdi whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1654. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:30am-5:00pm EST.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571) 272-3718. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

February 16, 2008 
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